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Dear Brucet 

January 17, 1952 

Your frfendly letter somewhat mitigated my disappointment at 
your indispsnsability to higher learning in Britain. 1 had no right 
to sxpeat that you would be able to extend your visit, as Esther had 
told me you had discussed yourpplana with her. A shoster visit would 
be sscrond beat, and we approve heartily of the principle. 

*Xc have indeed worked full steam du;riqg the mmnera (except 1950 
when 3 taught at &mksley). Unforttmately, steam is almst too apt a 
description of the atmsphers, and w% ha3 .mm or less Tented to go 
aomawhert~ else (anymhers would do) for part of this mmner. Howsver, 
our plans are by no mans fixed, sr,d my own amdemfc rasponslbilities 
will be rather flexible, so that it may still be possible to work 
something out to our mutucll advantage. Sfms the demru4s on you form 
smmwhat of a fulcra for any disoussion, it ,mi&ht, be aimpleat if 
you coz.ld first Andicste ycur prcb&bla range of hct,l.on in time, from 
whltch we could than try to work out tie best arrvzgetment. I VW not 
entirely clear just when ya- J!: could I.cavs YYD, WI?. t!~ latest you had 
tc be b.mtr in Londm. Three mnthc zxl.2. be &out on+-folJ;?th as valuable 
FIS a par, ad shol?lrll be barely long eno*q$ to srt?rt ,md begin to 
finish somsthing. 1 am deLighted st the prospeater of a resusaitatlon 
of H-phagea t perhaps we could find soae thing to do with them together. 
1 82-9 locking ftxwm~! tosseeing what t4-q rssU.;r fir3 

Since I wrote you, I’ve managed tc shake off 8om of the inoubus 
of -ifAng, am? em wcrki.q on a very curims self-sterility situation 
ir! K-12. %ther bed pikked it up smo time ago, and a lettar from 
~aval3.i brought it again to aq attention. It boils down to the fact 
that t~ome atrains are F-, aoet are F*, t.he symbols ?xd.rig def Inabla by 
the condition that F- x F- is completsly sterile, rrehereas F+ x F- and 
F+ x F* are fully fertile. The inheritance of F xw vepy geouliar, all 
lrexwl progeny being F+. Sows ~~er$.mmts +NV c: &+ui:ra of F+ and B- 
was used as “one” parent (nutritionally speaking) x F- led APB to think 
for a while that an )( + Boraone’l xas involved, but it turns out that 
the aot%vation of F- 
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in one experiment) was permanent, 
ular transmission of the F+ factor, 

alaost cer not via lambda. Filtrates of F+ oulturas have, ,not so 
far dfrplayed any mdifioation of F-, so that the experimsnts so far are 
not entirsly aatiafybng. If this sounds confusing, don’t blame yourself. 

Sine erely, 

Joshua Lsdsrber g 
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